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Chapterl. Introduction

¢tKS +xe2az2é6lye | AffaARS O0CAIdz2NE MmO A& | RAGSNAS |
t NPAS] Ay GKS y2NIK [yR xeazé6lye Ay (KS az2dziko |
9. Prague 8with its 100,000 inhabitants, is vergmisely populated (CZSO, n.d.). Prague@ses

43,000 inhabitants (Maps of Prague, n.d.) which is intermediate for Prague. Land use ranges from
dense forests to residential neighbourhoods. Since the area is bordered by busy roads and a train

track, it is elatively isolated from the rest of the city. This isolation and slope of the landscape make
+2326lye | &adzAadGrofS LXIFOS G2 NBGNBIG FTNRY OAGe
and poor accessibility in some parts. Our aim is to defineodppities and threats for the future of

0KS +*2az26lye KAfftaiARSo®

This is done by means of spatial data, policy reports, interviews, observations and questionnaires.

The general methodology is describedtle synthesis reportThe key research findings erding

GKS zeaz2é6lye KAfftAARS IINB 2dzit AYSR Ay (GKS &aS02y
environment and organisation. Environment concerns three layers, which are explained in the
methodology. The organisation part of this report elaboratas the governance of the urban
environment: policies, stakeholders, public perception and management. The third chapter includes

the SWOT analysis and scenarios.
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Chapter2. Key BsearchAndings

2.1 Environment
2.1.1 Physicdharacteristics

Figure2. Landslide sites (WebGIS Server Praha, 2016)

Geomorphology anlydrology
The southfacing slope of the \y2 6  y& KAff &aAARS KI& o06SSy ONBIGSR
Annex5.11aK2ga GKS 02y d2dzNJ t AySa 2F (GKS +*eaz26lye KAC
sides have a gentler slope. The top of the hillside is made of sandstone. Due tiNReliéh 2y (G KS KA
topsoil is placed on hard rock. Near the top, the transition between hard rock and sandstone is quite

sharp. (Interview 15). Excavation of sandstone has made the subsoil less stable. Figure 2 shows the
location of two areas that could psibly cause landslides, though they are stable in the current

situation (WebGIS Server Praha, 2016). Forest cover ong ; %

steep slopes provide erosiegontrol.

The sharp transition between sandstone and rock cau
small springs to well up at the uppernpaf the hillside. A §
pond is located at the top of the hill (Figure 3). From hergs
two streams flow downhillRigure A inAnnex 5.14). The FESESE
YIye 3INBSY aLl OSa Ay +eaz2él
for water runoff, water infiltration and water retention’
(Interview 6, Interview 7).

B TSNAy 3

Figurie3. Water retention pond

Ecology

Protectedareas- Figure 4below showsthe ecological protected areas and obstacles on the
KAffaARSe® +2a2d6lye KAffaARS O2yilAya 2yS LINRBGSO
orchard in hands of the munidipf AG &8 ® ¢SNNAG2NRFIE {@adSy 2F 902f:
O2yaSNBIGA2y G22ft O2yaitAddziay3a Fy SO2t23A0rt yS
consisting of biocentres, bicorridors and interactive elements. Our area contains tHreeentres.
The most western and the middle ones have the land use forest, except for a small private part in
the south which is fenced off. Tleastern one has the land use greenery. Although it is classified as
a bio-corridor in policy documents, at thrmoment it does not provide any ecological value.















































































